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Response to Comments of Diana Westmoreland Pedrozo, Executive Director, Merced County Farm Bureau,  
August 30, 2004 (Letter O057) 

O057-1 
The potential growth inducement that the HST and Modal 
alternatives could have on farmland was investigated and 
summarized in Section 5 of the Program EIR/EIS.  Please see 
standard response 5.2.1 and standard response 5.2.5 and the 
responses to Comment Letter O047 (American Farmland Trust) in 
regards to the potential for growth inducement.  Please see standard 
response 2.1.12 in regards to the selection of station locations and 
transit oriented development.  Please see standard response 2.18.1 
in regards to the Altamont Pass. 

O057-2  
Acknowledged that CEQA contains procedures for addressing the 
environmental impacts of proposed projects and contains provisions 
addressing agricultural land. 

O057-3 
Please see standard response 2.31.4 and standard response 2.1.12.  
Station locations are discussed in the program EIR/EIS.  Please see 
Chapter 6A for details of the preferred alignment and potential 
station locations and the Summary of the Final EIR/EIS.    

O057-4 
Please see response to Comment O057-1.  The quote listed for page 
3.7-6 of the Draft Program EIR/EIS was not found. 

O057-5 
Cumulative Impacts were presented in Section 3.17 of the Draft 
Program EIR/EIS.  Please see standard response 3.17.1 in regards to 
the cumulative impact analysis.  Please see standard response 3.15.2 
and standard response 3.15.13 regarding the general level of detail 
in this Program EIR/EIS and the anticipated more detailed project-

level, Tier 2 studies.  Please see response to Comment O042-1 for 
more information on the purpose of the Program EIR/EIS and the 
subsequent studies.  The co-lead agencies believe the No Project, 
HST and Modal alternatives have been properly evaluated at a 
program level of review.  The Program EIR/EIS evaluates potential 
impacts to agricultural resources (please see Sections 3.7 and 
Section 5 of the Program EIR/EIS).  Please see response to 
Comment O057-1 in regards to potential growth inducement.  Please 
refer to Section 3.3 of the Program EIR/EIS for potential air quality 
impacts (refer to 3.3.1D for the methods for “Local Air Quality 
Impacts”). 

O057-6 
Please see response to Comment O057-1. 

O057-7 
Please see response to Comment O046-08 in regards to appropriate 
mitigation measures and strategies for consideration in the program 
review.  Further clarification and description of the design features of 
the proposed HST system have been added to the Final Program 
EIR/EIS in Chapter 3 (for each environmental resource area).  Please 
see response to Comment O057-5 in regards to a “program” level of 
detail.  In Section 3.7, the HST and Modal Alternative are compared 
against the No Project Alternative, the potential impacts for the HST 
and Modal alternatives are in addition to the No Project Alternative.  
The co-lead agencies believe that the study area defined for 
property impacts is appropriate for this program level document.  
Wider study areas were used for other resource topics (such as land 
use compatibility and noise).  Options through Henry Coe State Park 
have been eliminated from further evaluation (please see standard 
response 6.3.1).  Portions of Orestimba Creek traverse farmlands 
considered in the farmlands impacts analysis.  Potential impacts, 
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avoidance, minimization, and only if necessary, mitigations will be 
considered in further evaluation. 

O057-8 
The co-lead agencies believe potential impacts of the proposed HST 
Alternative have been adequately discussed at a program level of 
detail.  Should the HST proposal move forward, more detailed 
project specific studies will be required.  Please see response to 
Comment O046-08 in regards to mitigation measures. 

As desribed in the Program EIR/EIS, the objectives used to guide the 
description of alternatives for the program review include minimizing 
environmental impacts and maximizing the use of existing 
transportation corridors.  As a result, less costly new corridor design 
options through the Central Valley were eliminated from further 
evaluation.  Please refer to standard response 2.25.1.  Based on the 
data provided in the Draft EIR/EIS and agency, organization and 
public comments, the Authority believes it has identified a preferred 
HST alignment and station locations that best meet the purpose and 
need and program objectives.  Please see Chapter 6A for details of 
the preferred alignment and potential station locations and the 
Summary of the Final EIR/EIS.  Please also refer to standard 
response 2.1.12 in regards to the selection of potential stations and 
transit oriented development around stations.  
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Response to Comments of Dr. Lee Boese, Jr., Merced County Highspeed Rail Committee, August 29, 2004  
(Letter O058) 

 

O058-1 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

O058-2 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 2.35.1. 
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